
726 THu BRmsiTs I CORRESPONDENCE. [MACH I9, 19I.

rooms as often as he pleases," and remarks that the so-
called consultant " should avoid asking the name of any
doctor who had attended him previously." Personally,
I should consider such a proceeding most unprofessionaL.
Surely it is the duty of every practitioner, whether a con-
sultant or not, to ascertain that a would-be patient is not
being attended by any other doctor. I have never said
that " a patient is to be considered the absolute property
of his family doctor." What I maintain is that a con-
sultant should not see a patient except in conjunction with
a general practitioner.

Finally, to what treatment does " Est Modus in Rebus"
refer, which can be carried out better by a consultant than
by a general practitioner, other than such treatment as the
general practitioner himself says he is not personally
capable of undertaking? I have already asked a similar
question in answering the letter of " Enquirer No. 2."
I am, etc.,
March 5th. ENQUIRBR.

THE DIFFICULTIES OF MODERN PRACTICE.
SIR,-" A Yorkshire Doctor " is probably an example of

many men in general practice-able, well equipped for
work, enthusiastic, yet out of his sphere or not needed.
The gist of this letter is the question whether most of us
general practitioners are not needed.
With the fire of youthful enthusiasm damped and some-

what mellow, yet watchful of current events, I seem to see
things in a better perspective than once I did. I see we
are living in an age of transition, when the position we
once held is severely assailed, when our oracular utterances
are criticized, and we are expected to know our work
better than formerly, and do more for the fees which we
consider suitable.
The public kicks against illness that Providence sends,

and, like us, too, feels the injury redoubled when payment
to get well again follows, I think the event will be that
medical aid will become more and more municipalized and
we shall take our positions as properly-paid public servants
without the necessity of pandering to unreason or fears
for our position. The school inspector, medical officer of
health, club doctor, parish doctor will be expected to do
more and more, and the group of well-to-do or better-to-do
private patients will alone be left for the scope of the
general practitioner; and we as a class shall improve; we
shall say and do what we think right, without endless talk
and waste of time.
The existence of a living thing, apart from certain

parasites which flourish exceedingly, or of vestigial re-
mains which are largely pathological, depends upon its
utility. If we are needful, with certain alterations we
shall survive; conversely, if our utility has departed, we
shall exist only as anachronisms. The modern practi-
tioner who, finding himself in the shoes of the old, thinks
to go on as did his forebears, will and does find himself
grievously disappointed. The old-fasnioned parish doctor
is a thing of the past, and the club doctor must not
regard his services as charity-given. " If he could not do
it for so much he should not have taken on the job " is
the criticism I often hear and feel. The new nurse, as
"Yorkshire Doctor" says, does deprive us of revenue. But
of what is she really depriving us? Is it not in most cases
of a cheaply-gained reputation by watching dilating
cervices, and a rush to prevent a " B.B.A."; of letting the
patient think we are helping more than in point of fact we
are? Is it not far better that we shall be summoned
when help is wanted?

I realize that there is scope and sphere of utility for the
well equipped, old fashioned general practitioner, but
I seem to see scope and sphere that are, not without
reason, rapidly diminishing; that his fees for work which
others can do equally well are too high, that many of us
(I am one) expect more than the public thinks suitable,
that we are too highly educated and too respectable for the
present sort of work, and that only men of some capital
should become family doctors, realizing that medicine is
a good profession but a bad business.
The sphere of the medical men like " Yorkshire Doctor"

and myself is rapidly being divided amongst the various
officials, and the grouping process is bound to continue,
and in my opinion to the advantage of the public, however
greatly to the disadvantage of our coterie.

I cannot help seeing the tendency and its probable right-

ness. Of course, we fight inch by inch, but it is a losing
game. We really know terribly little, and it is a sad
reflection to me that the confidence reposed in us is to so
large an extent not justified. However little we know, of
course the public knows still less, and that is a consolation
which makes most of us continue in harness and not feel
ourselves humbugs.
Out of the present somewhat chaotic state of things our

descendants will emerge useful and trusted and less
bothered and more scientific. The public will get less
kindness and fatherliness from its medical advisers.
Meanwhile it seems to me intending candidates for the
profession ought to have some sort of idea what is to
become of them when they are qualified.-I am, etc.,
Ulminster, Feb. 28th. W. H. MAIDLOw, F.R.C.S.

ST. WINEFRIDE'S WELL.
SiR,-The article on St. Winefride's Well which appears

in the issue of the JOURNAL for March 12th conveys the
impression that an official report of the proceedings
should have been forthcoming, and I would like to state
my reasons for withholding it.

It was proposed at a former meeting of the Division to.
hold the spring meeting at Holywell, and to request a,
local medical man to read a paper on the history of the
wells. The substitution of a paper on Modern Miracles
of Healing for the one originally proposed, and of a.
reverend father for a local medical man, occurred through
interventions which I need not enter into.
The Rev. F. Woodlock's paper occupied the greater part

of the time at our disposal, otherwise some of the members
would have felt disposed to challenge the genuineness andc
bona fides of the cases cited as instances of miraculous
cures.-I am, etc.,
Wrexham. March 14th. E. D. EVANS.

PSYCHICAL RESEARCH.
SIR,-Dr. J. Staveley Dick, in his letter (p. 477), says, in

effect, that he has just begun to read about psychical
research, and is rather impressed with the evidence
adduced by Sir Oliver Lodge in favour of telepathy, and,
therefore, " the subject is ripe for discussion and further
investigation," for if " thought transference " is a fact it is
" not merely a startling but an important fact." But he
has not been able to obtain any information pro or eon.
from any of the standard textbooks on physiology he has
consulted so far. He suggests that unless the medical
profession are " prepared to relegate the investigation of
such alleged brain function to distinguished amateurs, tne
Association might without impropriety do something to-
wards a definite solution of this question."

Dr. Dick's rather patronizing and superior tone towards
the Society for Psychical Research in general, and Sir
Oliver Lodge in particular, may be forgiven, as he io
evidently ignorant of the immense amount of scientifio
work, of the highest order, which has been accomplished
by that society. But if he is really becoming interested
in the subject of psychic research, as I gather from his
letter he is, he will be well advised to study the published
Proceeding8 of the Society of Psychical Research rather
than trouble to search his works on physiology, and he
will probably also find it an advantage to join the Society
of Psychical Research (address 20, Hanover Square, W.),
in which case he will obtain both the Proceedings ana
Journal of the society, and he can obtain back numbers
at a reduced price.
When he is more familiar with the work of the society

he will realize that whilst its active members are certainly
distinguished (many of them are Fellows of the Royal
Society) they are certainly not amateurs, but in the truest
sense experts. He will also realize that it is rather late
in the day to discuss whether the medical profession is
prepared to relegate the subject of psychical research.
For years the medical profession has consistently refused
to entertain the study of this subject, and has calmly
ignored the laborious spade work done by others. Now
that that work is beginning to bear fruit and results being
obtained which are attracting the attention of the scientific
world generally it is surely rather beside the mark for us
to talk about " relegating this work to amateurs."-
I am, etc.,

C. KILLICK MILLARD, M.D., D.Sc.Edin.
Leicester, Feb. 22nd.


